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-the Soviet Union’ s detense program.

.with the Soviet Union.in the military
arena. Unless .we and our-allies are

.uorld makes it clear by its- actions
‘that it will not allow the Soviets to
-gain military superinrity, arms con-
.trol becomes .
ble element of our

sertion in a speech last week that

#Arnericans are comnﬁm\yed'ﬁm'l
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Sen. Sam Nunn (D-GaJ), a respected
moderate likely to be. Influential in
the coming Senate.debate on SALT,
yesterday outlmed an expensive pro-
gram of military expansion that he
said the couniry must pursue with or
without a: new :atrateﬂxc' arms, limita-
tion treaty. L
- In.a speech-to’the \'atlonal Cham-
Yer of Commerce, Nunn indicated that
-he could voteé for-8ALT II, but said it
should be-accompanied by accelerated
-acquisition of. planes, ships, intercon-
‘tinental nuclear. weapois,. shovter-
range nuclear weapons and conven-
tional iorces ‘plus more reseaten and

‘dev elopment for. Eutuxe weapons S

tewms. .., . -
Nunn sazd e- Umted States alao

needs 1mpr0vecb-canac1ty ‘to - analyze
foreign intelligence, more help in de-
fense from Japan and North Atlantic
Treaty -Organization allies, and an
early return to the military draft.

Nunn’'s speech could be read as a
summary list of "items he and like-
minded Senate colleagues may de-
mand as the pries of- thezr support for
S\LTII A A B

The steps hé proposed, J.\un.n sald
“are‘essential to oyr national se(.umty,
and in no instance can any foreseea-
ble arms control agreement, inchiding]
SALT, provide an. adequate subsm-
tute for them.”. . -
« Nunn. argued that t‘o make arms

¢ontrol agreements- meamndful thel:

‘United States must keep pace thh

“We have not competed effectwely

prepared to do so, we can expect fu-

ture arms control agreements with |
AMMoscow to do little more than ratify

an emer"mﬂ Sowet mlhtary superxor-

xty," he said. . -t -
. '“On the other . hand, .1f the free

. . a feasible and sensi-
natnonal
secunty. L

. \unn noted President Carter’s as-

taining a strong defense.

Eat a luncheﬂmabout admidistration of-
ficials who have begun- to promote

‘SALT II' evén thouglr-it has not ‘yet
-been .signed, and’ specmcally about

preted as partisan, Several other sena-
tors at the lunch ac,reed mth Wallop s
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_ “If the president means that the
American people are prepared to,
make sacrifices to counter the grow-
ing Soviet ‘military threat in response!
to strong leadership in Washington, I
agree with him,"” Nunn said.

“Uf, however, the president means
by the word ‘maintaining’ that the
present military- ‘balance and trends

within it are an acceptable foundationy

for our nation’s future secuuty, 1 te
'spectful.ly disagree.” .-

. Nunn offered these- proposals for
lmpx‘m ing U.8. military capabmnes
o A greater investment in strategic
bombers and submarine-launched bal-
listic missiles and new steps to. pro-
tect land based ballistic m1551le> from
attack

Modernwatlon of’ nuclear fmces
in- Europe,- including deployment of'
the neutron bomb, ground-launched
cruise “missiles and additional me~!
dium-range ballistic missiles if the &,o-
wviet Union does not limit. its weapons
‘deploymenta rainst Europe, - - - )
e Strengthening of comenuonai
Lforces in Europe and the Pacific; with |

mcreaaed coutributions £r0m NATO
countries and Japan.

* Acceleration of the Navy's ship:
buymf’ to introduce “larger numbers
of sinips which take advantade of the
latest maritime technologies.”

- *» Investment of “substantially more
resources” m basic research and de-
velopment .
e tAn alternatwe to the all volun~

-‘teer force” Nunn asked whether a de-}

‘mocracy can defend itself “when the.
‘lowest economic groups are vastly ov-
errepresented in the combat arms and
middle- and upper-tlass America are
mcreasm,ly exempt from the Qossnbnl
xty ‘of sacrifice for our nation.*

5. Also yesterday, a group of- Republi-
can senators complamed .to reporters

the - role -of CIA Director Stansftexd
Turner in the selling of SALT. -

.Sen, \[alcolm Wallop (R- Wvo) saxd
1t was -‘awesomely wrong™ to- use
Turner In a role that could be-inter-
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“taken a middle role. providing mxom
‘mation about the treaty when askea. - =

At his news conference teaterdayiﬁ

'_Pxesxdeut Carter” szud he had ' nevex&,

‘asked Turner to make a sneach on be;-t
-half of SALT and added:
-know that he's _Dasteally m Jdavor oz-r

vf hagpen td"x )

the SALT T treaty.” .-, . .3 0. .mn.

Sen -Johkn - Hemz (R-P&) predxctea
that the SALT debate would becoms
“a referendum on the Carter- adminisg
tration.” and he criticized Carter m)
defending the treaty “before he knows]
whatisin it ...
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